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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of the present application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-10 have been amended to recite the cooling device in "means plus function" 
format. Method Claims 1 1 and 12 have been amended to more positively recite the steps 
thereof New Claim 13 further recites the step of rotating the cooling device inserted in the 
rotating work. Basis for this is found in Figure 5 wherein the cooling device 16 is mounted 
on the revolving table 21 such that it rotates relative to the rotating workpiece. 

Applicants wish to thank Examiner MacArthur for the courtesy of an interview on 
November 2, 2005 at which time the outstanding rejection was discussed. In particular, 
Applicants pointed out that Claim 1 recited a film deposition system wherein the cooling 
device is insertable into and drawable from an internal space of the work through an opening 
part of the work to cool the work from the inside. Examples of this are illustrated in the 
specification. Moreover, the claimed invention provides advantages including the fact that 
heat can be absorbed from the inner surface of the work, and that the cooling vessel receives 
little heat from the plasma or heater, and so can maintain a low temperature for maximum 
cooling ability (page 8, lines 14-21). 

Claims 1-3 and 5-12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by 
Japanese patent publication JP 2001-226771 . Additionally, Claim 4 had been rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over this reference. However, as discussed during the 
interview, JP 6 771 fails to disclose a cooling device insertable to and drawable from an 
internal space of a work through the opening part of the work. Rather, the "work" in JP '771 
is a flat wafer 9 which rests on a flat cooling tray 10, wherein a coolant flows through pipes 
19 extending beneath the cooling tray. 

The Examiner nonetheless pointed out that Claim 1 did not clearly recite this feature 
in terms of a structural difference, and suggested that the claims be amended to instead recite 
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"cooling means" having "means plus function" format. This has been done in the present 
response. Accordingly, since JP '771 fails to disclose structure having the claimed function 
of being insertable to and drawable from an internal space of a workpiece through an opening 
part of the work to cool the work from the inside, Applicants respectfully submit that 
amended Claims 1-10 define over this reference. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 are method claims which now positively recite a step of inserting a 
cooling device into a work during a forming step to cool the work from the inside of the 
work. Since no such step is taught or suggested in JP '771, Claims 11-13 also define over the 
prior art. 

Applicants therefore believe that the present application is in a condition for 
allowance and respectfully solicit an early Notice of Allowability. 
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